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Abstract
Background: Learning Clubs is a multi-component intervention to address the eight common risk factors for
women’s health, and infant’s health and development in resource-constrained settings. We are testing in a cluster
randomized controlled trial in rural Vietnam whether this intervention improves cognitive development in children
when they are aged two. There are few comprehensive process evaluations of complex interventions to optimise
early childhood development. The aim is to conduct a planned process evaluation of the Learning Clubs
intervention in Vietnam.
Methods: The evaluation will be conducted alongside the Learning Clubs trial using both qualitative and
quantitative methods. Four domains will be included in the evaluation: [1] Context – how contextual factors affect
the implementation and outcomes; [2] Implementation – what aspects of the Learning Clubs intervention are
actually delivered and how well the intervention is delivered; [3] Mechanism of impact – how the intervention
produces changes in the primary and secondary outcomes; and [4] National integration – how the intervention can
be scaled up for application nationally. Purposive sampling will be used to recruit project stakeholders from
commune, provincial and national levels. Results of the process evaluation will be integrated with those of the
outcome and economic evaluations to provide a comprehensive picture of the effectiveness of the Learning Clubs
intervention for early childhood development in rural Vietnam.
Discussion: Results of the evaluation will provide evidence about the implementation of the intervention and
explanations for any differences in the outcomes between participants in intervention and control conditions. The
evaluation will be integrated into each stage of the outcome assessments, but will be implemented by a bilingual
team independent of the team implementing the intervention. It will therefore provide evidence which will not be
influenced by or influence the intervention and will inform both generalisation to other settings and scalability in
Vietnam.
Trial registration: Trial registration number ACTRN12617000442303 on the Australian New Zealand Clinical Trials
Registry. Registered 27/03/2017. Prospectively registered.
Keywords: Learning Clubs intervention, Early childhood development, Process evaluation, Vietnam
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Background
Early childhood development, addressed in three
Lancet series, is now a global priority [1–3]. More
than 40% of children aged under five years living in
low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) do not
reach their developmental potential. Risks accrue
from conception. During pregnancy, women in LMICs
experience malnutrition, poverty, gender-based violence, the common mental disorders of depression
and anxiety and inadequate access to health care and
social protection each of which exerts adverse effects
on fetal and infant growth, health and development.
Among women in rural Vietnam who are pregnant,
32% experience food insecurity, 20% having a Body
Mass Index (BMI) < 18.5, 80% are iodine deficient,
17% have iron deficiency anaemia, 19% experiencing
intimate partner violence and one third meet criteria
for a common mental disorder [4–7]. Risks interact
to influence each domain of development. Children of
mothers who have experienced iron deficiency anaemia and antenatal common mental disorders
(CMD) have worse cognitive development at the age
of six months. Early social and emotional development is worse among children whose mothers experienced postnatal CMD, who had lower parenting
confidence and who provided less affectionate care.
Father’s behaviours are also relevant, with children
whose mothers experienced violence perpetrated by
their intimate partners being more likely to be
stunted as toddlers. [4, 8–11]
Investment in strategies to promote early childhood
development is fundamental to achieving sustainable development. Multi-component, cross-sectoral intervention packages are recommended to enable children to
realise their development potential [1, 2, 12].
Learning clubs: a cluster randomized controlled trial to
improve women’s health and infant’s health and
development in Vietnam

Informed by our detailed local epidemiological evidence, the Learning Clubs for Women’s Health and
Infant Health and Development (Learning Clubs)
multi-component, multi-sectoral intervention was
developed to improve the physical and mental health
of women and the health and development of their
infants in rural Vietnam, by addressing multiple risks
together [13].
The Learning Clubs intervention is a structured program that combines specific information, learning
activities and social support in accessible facilitated
community-based groups of women at the same gestational stage, and, after birth, with their babies. The
intervention comprises 19 educational modules, delivered in face-to-face groups by locally trained facilitators

Page 2 of 9

at a community centre, and one home visit. Unlike
existing programs which have aimed to address one or
at most two risks, the Learning Clubs intervention is
innovative in addressing all identified risks to early
childhood development in a comprehensive integrated
program. All content is drawn from interventions
shown in RCTs in resource-constrained settings to be
effective in addressing either maternal nutrition, mental
health, parenting capabilities, infant health and
development, or gender-based violence and empowerment. These have been adapted to be consistent with
current national perinatal programs in Vietnam. Each
module comprises information and activities which aim
to increase perinatal stage-specific essential knowledge
and skills through structured learning opportunities.
They have been translated, culturally adapted and fieldtested for salience and comprehensibility. Take home
print materials, short DVD clips, posters and a structured facilitator’s guide are used for fidelity and to
reinforce key messages. The cluster randomised controlled trial of the Learning Clubs intervention will follow women from early pregnancy (baseline survey),
and, with their children, to two years after birth (in
three follow-up surveys). They will be recruited from
84 communes, half randomly allocated by an independent statistician to each trial arm, in a rural province in
Vietnam [13].
Process evaluation of complex interventions

In general, published accounts of complex interventions report on outcomes, but do not provide details
about implementation. These are however essential
for generalization of effective interventions to other
settings and for taking them to scale in the setting in
which they have been tested. Process evaluations seek
to describe not only how the intervention “worked”,
but also how it was conducted, the underlying mechanisms of change and the effects of context-specific
factors. Reviewing 542 articles and reports which include information about intervention implementation
processes, Durlak et al. (2008) [14] concluded that in
promotion and prevention programs, the outcomes
are highly dependent on implementation factors.
Similarly, Smith et al. (2004) [15] reviewed 14 schoolbased anti-bullying programs and found that those
which monitored implementation had a mean effect
on self-reported bullying and victimization rates up to
twice that of those which did not monitor implementation. In some reviews, when taking implementation
factors into account the difference in effect sizes was
as large as 12-fold [16].
The UK Medical Research Council recommends
that a process evaluation of implementation be conducted for all trials of complex intervention. It will
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help to identify why interventions are effective and
how to improve those that are not. It will also provide researchers, program evaluators and policymakers
with essential information to assess the possibility of
replication and suitability of the intervention in their
specific settings, as well as the “contextual factors
associated with variation in outcomes” [17]. The
Learning Clubs cluster-randomised controlled trial is
a world-first evaluation of a complex intervention addressing women’s health and infant’s health and development in a resource-constrained setting. A process
evaluation conducted alongside the trial will not only
inform policymakers, clinicians and researchers in
Vietnam; it will increase the chance of replication of
this model in other LMICs.

Methods
Aims and objectives

The primary aims of the process evaluation are to describe
how the intervention works in the resource-constrained setting of rural Vietnam and how to integrate the model into
existing national programs. Four domains are monitored to
address these aims. The specific content of these domains is
presented in the theoretical framework below (see Fig. 1).
 Domain 1 – Context: to explore how contextual

factors affect the implementation and outcomes;
 Domain 2 – Implementation: to explore what

aspects of the Learning Clubs are actually
delivered and how well the Learning Club
intervention is delivered;
 Domain 3 – Mechanism of impact: to understand
how the Learning Clubs intervention produces
changes in the outcomes;

Fig. 1 Process evaluation components
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 Domain 4 – National integration: To explore how

the Learning Club can be scaled up at the national
level
Learning Club intervention

The Learning Clubs intervention is a community-based
structured program which is delivered to women from
when they are less than 20 gestational weeks pregnant,
to one year after birth.
The cluster randomised controlled trial of the
Learning Clubs intervention will follow women from
early pregnancy (baseline survey), and, with their children, to two years after birth (in three follow-up surveys). All women recruited from 84 communes (half
the communes will be randomly allocated by an independent statistician to each trial arm) will receive the
current maternal and child health standard of care.
Women in the intervention group will receive the
Learning Clubs intervention in addition to the
standard of care. Women with cognitive and serious
physical disabilities who are not able to implement
the intervention practices will be ineligible for the
study.
The number of clusters and overall sample size were
calculated using the clustersampsi module in Stata, Version 13 (StataCorp LP, College Station, Texas, USA). In
order to detect a difference in the primary outcome
(Bayley Scales of Infant and Toddler Development cognitive development score < 1 SD at 2 years of age) of 15%
in the control arm and 8% in the Learning Club intervention arm (with 80% statistical power and a significance level of 0.05; intra-cluster correlation coefficient
[ICC] = 0.03), a total of 1,008 pregnant women from 84
clusters is needed [13].
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Setting

The trial will be conducted in 84 communes (the
smallest administrative grouping) in Ha Nam province. It is a typical Northern rural province in
Vietnam in terms of culture, health care and education systems. Maternal and child health services are
provided by the commune health station in each
commune.
Process evaluation design

The process evaluation will use multiple methods to
collect qualitative and quantitative data. Small group
discussions, semi-structured interviews, case-studies and
independent observations will be used to collect qualitative data. Quantitative data will be sought through selfreported questionnaires and secondary analyses of
routinely collected data.
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from any other relevant programs and the local support
among the 84 communes in the intervention and control arms.
Current maternal and child health services in each
commune will be assessed through obtaining information about 11 core maternal and child health indicators,
including two mortality indicators, one indicator, stunting, among children under five years of age and eight
coverage indicators. These are the ones recommended
by the World Health Organization (WHO), the United
Nations’ International Children's Emergency Fund
(UNICEF), Countdown to 2015, and the Health Metrics
Network to monitor maternal and child health, and child
mortality in the world’s high-burden and low-income
countries [18]. Primary data sources for these indicators
will be the vital registration and health facility reports of
the 84 communes in Ha Nam province in 2018, 2019
and 2020 (see Additional file 1).

Informants and sampling

Purposive sampling methods will be used to recruit informants for the qualitative components of the evaluation. Informants will include stakeholders from
commune, provincial and national levels of government,
including Health Department officers, project implementation officers, commune health workers, early
childhood education workers, Women’s Union representatives, and members of the community. We will select
participants to ensure diversity in terms of sector represented, extent of experience with implementing the
Learning Clubs, and geographic distribution within Ha
Nam province. We will continue to recruit stakeholders
until we have reached informational redundancy.
At least 504 women will be recruited from communes
assigned to the intervention arm and invited to participate. Attendance lists (women, their partners and other
family members) are being kept by facilitators at each
Learning Club meeting. These will enable us to calculate
participation rates by total number of groups attended
and by session topic.
Timing of data collection

Data will be collected at several time points. The
process evaluation will be conducted alongside the
four survey rounds of the outcome evaluation (at
baseline, when the women are less than 20 weeks gestation; at Follow-up 1 when they are in late pregnancy; Follow-up 2–1 year after birth, and Follow-up
3–2 years after birth).
Data collection methods
Domain 1 - Context

The aim of this component is to evaluate variation in
current maternal and child health programs, quality of
usual maternal and child health services, contamination

Quality of usual maternal and child health care services

Quality of existing maternal and child health services
will be assessed through indicators in three domains:
maternal, newborn and general health. These indicators were proposed by WHO to evaluate the quality
of maternal and new born health care provided by
primary health facilities. Information about these indicators will facilitate comparison of data in this project
with international data [19]. The data source for this
component will be mainly routine health facility reports (see Additional file 2).
Contamination

A data collection form will be developed and distributed
to the Women’s Union, provincial government authorities, commune health stations, key social mass organizations in both control and intervention groups to collect
information about any related maternal and child health
activities such as training, other interventions, new services and information sources that may affect the outcomes of the Learning Clubs. This form will be
distributed to project communes at every survey round
and completed forms will be posted to the Research and
Training Centre for Community Development (RTCCD)
in prepaid reply envelopes. In addition, the team will investigate cases of sharing information between the intervention and control groups.
Local support

Frequency and active involvement of local authorities
and social organizations in maternal and child health
activities will be measured to assess local support at
each commune. This information will be gathered by
a form developed by the process evaluation team.
Information sources are the Women’s Union and their
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related partners. The support may include access to
meeting rooms, computer equipment, the involvement
of mass social organizations (Youth Union, Famer’s
Union) in advocacy activities, financial support for
Learning Club staff, or provision of other necessary
equipment. Types of support and frequency of access,
activities, or use will be assessed.
Other socio-economic characteristics of the commune

In addition information, such as population size, commune health facilities and human resources, number
and nature of factories or construction sites located in
the commune and neighboring areas, and environmental
pollution sources, will be obtained at baseline and during the Learning Clubs intervention. These factors may
result in common illnesses among children and mothers
and affect their health.
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the intervention for the local context. This is defined as
the relevance and perceived fit of the intervention in
maternal and child health policies and interventions
[28]. At Baseline and Follow-up 3, secondary data
collection and semi-structured interviews with key
stakeholders at national, provincial and commune levels
of the education, health and labor sectors and Women’s
Union will be held. Information about the strategies,
regulations and vision in terms of maternal and child
care in the local communes will be sought. The purpose
of this component is to identify relevant government
strategies, which may enable the integration of the
intervention into in national programs. It is estimated
that around 10 interviews will be undertaken at each
survey round.
Domain 3 - Mechanisms of impact

Domain 2 - Implementation

Participation rate

This domain will evaluate the implementation aspect of
the Learning Club intervention, especially in terms of
the quality (fidelity), quantity (dose) and its alignment
with the current strategic context in Ha Nam and in
Vietnam.

At each Learning Club’s meeting, a participation form
will be used by the facilitators to record the number of
people attending the session. The form and (with participant consent) a photo of the meeting will be sent to the
project officers. Weekly and monthly reports will be prepared by the project officers to establish participation
rates. These reports will be submitted to the project coordinator, the process evaluation team and the research
advisory group.

Intervention fidelity and dose

There are different definitions of “fidelity” [20–25].
Commonly, it refers to the degree to which an intervention is implemented as planned. In this study, “fidelity” is defined as the quality of the intervention
delivered, while “dose” is the quantity of the intervention such as frequency, duration, and coverage [26,
27]. Structurally, the Learning Club intervention content can be divided into two periods: during pregnancy, and when the infants are 0–1 year old. After
each period, workshops will be conducted among all
facilitators to obtain information about their experience in operating the clubs and in delivering the
intervention contents. During these workshops, semistructured interviews and small group discussions
with the club facilitators will be conducted to identify
any modification in delivering the intervention, in
terms of the content and dose, and to understand
reasons for these modifications, if any.
In addition, during the club meetings, a team of provincial trainers will undertake routine supportive supervision and observations of Learning Club meetings. A
supervision checklist will be developed for this team to
record any variations and report any changes observed
in the meetings.
Alignment with strategic context

In order to prepare for the scaling up phase, an important element to be considered is the appropriateness of

Acceptability

Small group discussions with Learning Club participants
will be held at Follow up 1 (F1), Follow up 2 (F2) and
Follow up 3 (F3) to explore their experiences of and
views about attending Learning Clubs sessions; advantages, difficulties and unexpected outcomes of participation will also be sought. Participants in these discussions
will be recruited using maximum variation purposive
sampling. This type of sampling design allows the recruitment of outliers whose experiences are diverse to
maximize the variety of perspectives among people contributing data. Therefore, Learning Club participants
who are more and less able to apply the Club content in
self-care and care of their infants will be included to explore underlying factors that might influence the
outcomes.
Process mediators

Process mediators, including changes in facilitators’
knowledge about early childhood development, and
skills and confidence in Club operations; participants’
changes in knowledge and skills in providing care for
their child, sharing of paid and unpaid work with an
intimate partner and quality of family relationships;
and support from family members to the club’s
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mothers will be collected at F1, F2 and F3 through
small group discussions and a self-administered
questionnaire.
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secondary analysis of the outcomes, for instance, to
examine whether contamination by other relevant
projects may diminish the impacts of the Learning
Clubs on infants’ cognitive development.

Domain 4 - National integration
Domain 1 – Context
National integration steps

The process evaluation officer will work closely with
the project implementation team to document all
steps taken to ensure that the Learning Club content
is harmonized with existing national programs.
Information about steps taken in the preparation, implementation and post-intervention phases, to engage
local authorities, relevant stakeholders and policymakers in the project, will be gathered using a project
diary. This component will provide descriptions of
purposeful steps that the project team has conducted
to inform policy makers and advocate for the
intervention.

Data collected from Domain 1 will yield a comprehensive map and description of the context and influencing factors of maternal and child health in the 84
participating communes. These will enable differences
in outcomes between control and intervention arms
to be understood in this context. The four key contextual factors to be considered will be maternal and
child health status, quality of maternal and child
health services, local support and social and economic
characteristics. The indicators of the maternal and
child health status, the quality of related usual care
services will be analyzed and compared to other settings using the guidelines developed by the World
Health Organization and its partners [18, 19].

Barriers and enablers

Semi-structured interviews and small group discussions will be organized to identify the barriers and
enablers for national integration of the Learning
Clubs, from each stakeholder’s perspective. Key representatives from government agencies (Women’s
Union, health, education and labor sectors) at national, provincial and commune levels will be invited
to participate. The views of local and international
non-government and United Nations agencies, including the World Health Organization, UNICEF, and the
United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), about the
intervention will be also be sought. It is estimated
that about 25 interviews will be conducted in total by
the process evaluation team.
Data management and analysis

Consent will be sought from participants for all small
group discussions and semi-structured interviews to be
audio-recorded. Data will be transcribed by experienced
researchers in Vietnamese and then translated into
English so that investigators in this bi-cultural team can
co-contribute to analyses. Data will be uploaded to a secured cloud-based storage system in Monash University,
Australia. Only authorized researchers will have access
to the data.
Transcripts will be entered into the NVivo version
11.0 and data will be analyzed thematically. Frameworks for coding of data will be established and revised as new themes emerge. Themes reflecting the
context, implementation, and mechanism of impacts
will be used in the interpretation of the impacts of
the Learning Clubs on ultimate and intermediate outcomes. They may also be used to inform post-hoc

Domain 2 – Implementation

The fidelity and dose of the intervention will be categorized into high, medium and low levels of fidelity
and dose. This provides evidence of the variation in
delivery of the intervention, especially in terms of
what aspects of the intervention have been delivered,
how well they have been delivered, and reasons for
any modifications made. These modifications will reflect what the Learning Club facilitators needed to do
to fit the intervention to the real situations in their
communes. It will help the project team to revise the
content and structure of the intervention to meet the
capacity of the facilitators in rural areas. In addition,
the alignment with the strategic context will enable
mapping and adjusting the Learning Club intervention
to existing policies and regulations related to maternal
and child health in Ha Nam. It will enable the project
team and policymakers to identify relevant national
programs that the project may contribute to.
Domain 3 – Mechanism of impact

Domain 2 provides information on the acceptability to
the facilitators of operating the Learning Clubs, and Domain 3 ascertains the accessibility of and acceptability to
the target audience. The participation rate reflects the
involvement of mothers, their intimate partners and
other family members in the Club meetings. Qualitative
information from the small-group discussions will inform revisions of the intervention, in terms of content
and format, if required, to meet participants’ needs more
effectively. It will inform the dissemination strategy for
the final scaling-up phase, if this is indicated. Moreover,
information about the process mediators will contribute
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to ascertaining whether the underlying causal assumptions of the intervention do or do not lead to differences
in the outcomes between trial arms.
Case studies will be developed to explain the causal
relationship between the input and the outcome conditions. The qualitative data will inform revisions, if
necessary, to the theory of change.
Domain 4 – National integration

This component provides a detailed description of the
integration procedure into existing relevant national
programs. It will also provide the structure and rationale for each step of the implementation and
evaluation of the intervention. This evidence for policy makers in Vietnam will enable the production of
guidelines for integrating community-based initiatives
into the government health and social protection
systems.
Integration of process evaluation and outcomes findings

In addition to assessing the primary and secondary
outcomes, this process evaluation is one of the two evaluations to be conducted alongside the main cluster randomized trial, the other is an economic evaluation.
There is still debate among researchers about how to integrate process evaluation data into outcome and costeffectiveness evaluations. In this project, after the final
data collection is completed, the process evaluation data
will be combined with the other evaluations to enable a
comprehensive picture of the effectiveness of this
community-based intervention to be prepared. Quantitative process data will be integrated into the analysis of
outcomes and cost-effetiveness using regression models
and path analysis. Qualitative components will provide
insights to explain the causal pathways of changes in the
outcomes.
Blinding

The process evaluation will be conducted independently by two experienced health researchers who are
bilingual in English and Vietnamese. These
researchers will be able to conduct interviews and
analyze data in both languages and will not be
involved in implementing any project activities. As
one of the aims of the Learning Clubs project is to
establish whether the Learning Clubs intervention is
effective under real-world conditions, the process
evaluation team will not provide feedback to the
Learning Club project staff, project stakeholders, and
project advisory group or exchange relevant information that may result in changes to the project.
Information obtained from the process evaluation will
be taken into account in the final analysis and
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interpretation of the results of the main trial and will
be published separately.
Dissemination strategy

The data will be used to write peer-reviewed publications, workshop presentations and technical reports.
In addition, it will be included in the policy brief to
advocate for integrating the intervention nationally.
No personal information will be provided in any documents released from the project.

Discussion
This paper describes the protocol of a process evaluation conducted alongside a cluster randomized trial
to promote early childhood development in a rural
province in Vietnam. Outcomes of the process evaluation will provide insights into the implementation
process of the project and explain the causal pathways between the Learning Club intervention and any
outcomes achieved. It will also provide evidence
about the barriers and enablers for implementation of
a community-based intervention in in a lower-middle
income country. Lessons learned from the study could
be helpful for the scaling-up phase in Vietnam as well
as the implementation or adaptation of the intervention in other LMICs.
The process evaluation is conducted alongside the trial
and is integrated into the four surveys of the main trial.
It allows the evaluation team to reach stakeholders in
the study without placing too much burden on them. In
addition, it also utilizes resources of the main trial in
terms of traveling to the region and local infrastructure.
The process evaluation is implemented by an
independent bilingual, bi-cultural team which can
work effectively and communicate well with both the
Vietnamese partners and the English-speaking members of the research team. They will be independent
and will not communicate with the implementation
team. To ensure the trial is being conducted objectively and as close to reality as possible any problems
identified will not be shared during the implementation process.
Nevertheless, we acknowledge some limitations. The
process evaluation will be undertaken alongside the
four survey rounds of the main trial, it may thus
introduce some confounding factors. Participating in
semi-structured interviews or focus group discussions,
Learning Clubs participants, facilitators and stakeholders may share and form some perceptions about
problems they may encounter during the Club's meetings; changes in the way they participate or facilitate
the Club's sessions may thus be made and these may
result in changes to the main outcomes of the trial.
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The process evaluation aims to supplement the outcome and economic evaluations. It also explores the
method to scale up the Learning Clubs at the national
level by understanding stakeholders’ perspectives about
actions for improving early childhood development in
Vietnam. It will provide important local information
about implementation of a community-based, low-cost
intervention in a resource-constrained setting, to improve the development of young children and respond
to the needs of their caregivers. It will also be of significant importance to the replication of the program in
other LMICs.

Additional files
Additional file 1: Core indicators of women’s and children’s health
(DOCX 18 kb)
Additional file 2: Indicators for assessing quality of maternal and
newborn health services (DOCX 15 kb)

Abbreviations
BMI: Body Mass Index; CMD: Common mental disorders; F1: Follow-up 1;
F2: Follow-up 2; F3: Follow-up 3; LMICs: Low and Middle Income Countries;
RCT: Randomized Controlled Trial; RTCCD: Research and Training Center for
Community Development; SMD: Severe mental disorders; UNICEF: United
Nations’ International Children's Emergency Fund; UNFPA: United Nations
Fund for Population Activities; WHO: World Health Organization
Acknowledgments
We would like to thank Vietnam Ministry of Health, Hanam provincial
People’s Committee, Hanam provincial Women’s Union for their support
with the implementation of this research study.
Ethics and consent to participate
Ethics approval for the trial has been provided by Monash University
Human Research Ethics Committee (Project number 0683), Australia and
extended for this evaluation (Amendment Review Number 2018–068323806) and the Institutional Review Board of the Hanoi School of Public
Health, Vietnam. Formal approval to conduct the trial in Vietnam has
been provided by the Vietnam Union of Science and Technology
Associations (No. 377/2017/YTCC-HD3).
Authors’ contributions
JF, TN, TDT, HT, TT, SL, DH, SH and B-AB designed the Learning Clubs program
and the cluster randomised controlled trial which is testing the primary outcomes.
JF, TN, TDT and HT designed the process evaluation to be conducted alongside
the trial. All authors approved the design, reviewed drafts of the manuscript and
approved the final version.
Funding
The process evaluation is funded by Grand Challenges Canada under the
Saving Brain Initiatives (Grant Number TTS – 1803-22331). The funder has no
role in the design of the study, or the collection, analysis, interpretation or
reporting of the data.
Jane Fisher is supported by the Finkel Professorial Fellowship, which is
funded by the Finkel Family Foundation. Trang Nguyen is supported by a
Monash International Postgraduate Research Scholarship and a Monash
University Faculty of Medicine, Nursing and Health Sciences Bridging
Postdoctoral Fellowsip. Thach Tran and Sarah Hanieh are supported by
National Health and Medical Research Council Early Career Fellowships.
Stanley Luchters is supported by a National Health and Medical Research
Council Career Development Fellowship.

Page 8 of 9

Availability of data and materials
At completion of the trial and following publication of all outcomes, deidentified data will be available through a secure portal at Monash University,
which can be accessed with the permission of the investigators and will require a formal agreement for use.
Consent for publication
The study participants are given an oral or written plain language
description of the study and are asked to sign a consent form. Those who
cannot write provide a thumbprint or verbal consent witnessed by an
independent observer.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Author details
1
Global and Women’s Health, School of Public Health and Preventive
Medicine, Monash University, 553 St Kilda Road, Melbourne, Victoria 3004,
Australia. 2Research and Training Centre for Community Development
(RTCCD), Hanoi, Vietnam. 3Burnet Institute, Melbourne, Australia.
4
International Centre for Reproductive Health, Department of Obstetrics and
Gynaecology, Ghent University, Ghent, Belgium. 5UNICEF, New York, USA.
6
Melbourne School of Population and Global Health, University of
Melbourne, Melbourne, Australia. 7Department of Medicine and Victorian
Infectious Diseases Service at the Doherty Institute, University of Melbourne,
Melbourne, Australia.
Received: 16 May 2019 Accepted: 5 July 2019

References
1. Britto PR, Lye SJ, Proulx K, Yousafzai AK, Matthews SG, Vaivada T, et al.
Nurturing care: promoting early childhood development. Lancet. 2017;
389:91–102.
2. Black MM, Walker SP, Fernald LCH, Andersen CT, DiGirolamo AM, Lu C, et al.
Early childhood development coming of age: science through the life
course. Lancet. 2017;389:77–90.
3. Walker SP, Wachs TD, Gardner JM, Lozoff B, Wasserman GA, Pollitt E, et al.
Child development: risk factors for adverse outcomes in developing
countries. Lancet. 2007;369(9556):145–57.
4. Fisher J, Tran T, Tran T, Dwyer T, Nguyen T, Casey GJ, et al. Prevalence and
risk factors for symptoms of common mental disorders in early and late
pregnancy in Vietnamese women: a prospective population-based study. J
Affect Disord. 2013;146(2):213–9.
5. Fisher J, Tran TD, Biggs B, Dang TH, Nguyen TT, Tran T. Intimate partner
violence and perinatal common mental disorders among women in rural
Vietnam. Int Health. 2013;5(1):29–37.
6. Fisher J, Tran T, Biggs B, Tran T, Dwyer T, Casey G, et al. Iodine status in late
pregnancy and psychosocial determinants of iodized salt use in rural
northern Vietnam. Bull World Health Organ. 2011;89(11):813–20.
7. Fisher JR, Wynter KH, Rowe HJ. Innovative psycho-educational program to
prevent common postpartum mental disorders in primiparous women: a
before and after controlled study. BMC Public Health. 2010;10:432.
8. Tran TD, Tran T, Simpson JA, Tran HT, Nguyen TT, Hanieh S, et al. Infant
motor development in rural Vietnam and intrauterine exposures to
anaemia, iron deficiency and common mental disorders: a prospective
community-based study. BMC Pregnancy & Childbirth. 2014;14(1):8.
9. Tran TD, Biggs BA, Tran T, Simpson JA, de Mello MC, Hanieh S, et al.
Perinatal common mental disorders among women and the social and
emotional development of their infants in rural Vietnam. J Affect Disord.
2014;160:104–12.
10. Tran TD, Biggs B-A, Tran T, Simpson JA, Hanieh S, Dwyer T, et al. Impact on
infants’ cognitive development of antenatal exposure to Iron deficiency
disorder and common mental disorders. PLoS One. 2013;8(9):e74876.
11. Fisher J, Tran T, La B, Kriitmaa K, Rosenthal D, Tran T. Common perinatal
mental disorders in northern Viet Nam: community prevalence and health
care use. Bull World Health Organ. 2010;88:737–45.
12. Richter LM, Daelmans B, Lombardi J, Heymann J, Boo FL, Behrman JR, et al.
Investing in the foundation of sustainable development: pathways to scale
up for early childhood development. Lancet. 2017;389:103–18.

Fisher et al. BMC Health Services Research

(2019) 19:511

13. Fisher J, Luchters S, Tran TD, Hipgrave D, Hanieh S, Tran H, et al. Addressing
multiple modifiable risks through structured community-based Learning
Clubs to improve maternal and infant health and infant development in
rural Vietnam: protocol for a parallel group cluster randomised controlled
trial. BMJ Open 2018;Accepted for publication on April 14, 2018.
14. Durlak JA, DuPre EP. Implementation matters: a review of research on the
influence of implementation on program outcomes and the factors
affecting implementation. Am J Community Psychol. 2008;41(3–4):327–50.
15. Smith JD, Schneider BH, Smith PK, Ananiadou K. The effectiveness of wholeschool antibullying programs: a synthesis of evaluation research. Sch
Psychol Rev. 2004;33(4):547–60.
16. Derzon JH, Sale E, Springer JF, Brounstein P. Estimating intervention
effectiveness: synthetic projection of field evaluation results. J Prim Prev.
2005;26(4):321–43.
17. Moore GF, Audrey S, Barker M, Bond L, Bonell C, Hardeman W, et al. Process
evaluation of complex interventions: Medical Research Council guidance.
BMJ Open. 2015;350:h1258.
18. Countdown to 2015, Health metrics Netwwork, World Health Organization,
United Nations Children's fund. Monitoring maternal, newborn and child
health: understanding key progress indicators. Geneva, Switzerland: World
Health Organization; 2011.
19. Madaj B, Smith H, Mathai M, Roos N, Nvd B. Developing global indicators
for quality of maternal and newborn care: a feasibility assessment. Bull
World Health Organ. 2017;95:445–52.
20. McArthur BA, Riosa PB, Ml P. Review: treatment fidelity in psychosocial
intervention for children and adolescents with comorbid problems. Child
Adolesc Mental Health. 2012;17(3):139–45.
21. J.Moncher F, J. Prinz R. Treatment fidelity in outcome studies. Clin Psychol
Rev 1991;11(3):247–266.
22. Gearing RE, El-Bassel N, Ghesquiere A, Baldwin S, Gillies J, Ngeow E. Major
ingredients of fidelity: a review and scientific guide to improving quality of
intervention research implementation. Clin Psychol Rev. 2011;31(1):79–88.
23. Lichstein KL, Riedel BW, Grieve R. Fair tests of clinical trials: a treatment
implementation model. Adv Behav Res Ther. 1994;16(1):1–29.
24. Cissell WB. Process evaluation for public health interventions and research.
Health Educ Res. 2004;19(6):739.
25. Bellg AJ, Borrelli B, Resnick B, Hecht J, Minicucci DS, Ory M, et al. Enhancing
treatment fidelity in health behavior change studies: best practices and
recommendations from the NIH behavior change consortium. Health
Psychol. 2004;23(5):443–51.
26. Carroll C, Patterson M, Wood S, Booth A, Rick J, Balain S. A conceptual
framework for implementation fidelity. Implement Sci. 2007;2:40.
27. Moore G, Audrey S, Barker M, Bond L, Bonell C, Hardeman W, et al. Process
evaluation of complex interventions. UK Medical Research Council (MRC)
guidance. 2010.
28. Peters DH, Tran NT, Adam T. Implementation Research in Health: A Practical
Guide. In: Research AfHPaS, Organization WH, editors.: World Health
Oganization; 2013.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Page 9 of 9

